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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to applicant's communication filed on 06/14/2006. Claims 1, 2, 
4-8, 10-11, 14-16, 18^29, 31-32, 34-40, 43-46 are pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 
A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 6/14/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 4-8, 10-11, 14-16, 18-29, 31-32, 34-40, 
43-46 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-8, 10-11, 14-16, 18-29, 31-32, 34-40, 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Lewis USPN (6513019) in view of Jones et al USPN 
(6021397) (Jones) and further in view of Cheah USPN (7003546). 

Re Claim 1 : Lewis teaches a method of creating financial advice applications, comprising; 
establishing a connection to a client computer having an application program (client workstation 
with user interface 140, fig. 4, col. 10, lines 21-33; col. 5, lines 27-55 and col. 19, lines 1-58) 
comprising at least one module, wherein each module of said application program corresponds to 
a financial service (unified internet-enabled user interface that supports browser-based inquires. 
Input data are presented to the system via and object-oriented API such as XML that conforms to 
different formats col. 5, lines 27-55; col. 15, lines 7-29; col. 9, lines 8-1 1 and 33-50); 
communicating with an authentication server and authenticating a user of said client computer 
(col. 19, lines 22-36, see also col. 21, lines 16-29); receiving a request from said client computer 
for financial advice services data related to a current financial position (accessing financial data 
and information about current and projected balances and positions across customers, accounts, 
books, funds.., and the like (col. 6, line 7-60 and col. 20, lines 1-55); transmitting said request for 
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financial advice services data to said financial advice service (col. 4, lines 50-67 and col. 10, 
lines 55 to col. 1 1 line 64) wherein establishing a connection to said financial advice service and 
transmitting said request for financial advice services data to said financial service comprises: 
establishing a connection to an application services manager (col. 6, lines 61 to col. 7, line 30; 
see also col. 21, lines 16-29); transmitting a second request to said application services manager 
for said financial advice services data (col. 6, line 7-60; col. 20, lines 1-55): establishing a 
connection between said application services manager and said financial advice service (fig. 4 
and col. 4, lines 50 to col. 5, line 12 and col. 6, line 7-60); transmitting a resuh of compiling said 
financial advice services data to said client computer in the form of a financial advice application 
(col. 4, lines 50-65; col. 5, line 14 to col. 6, lines 47 and col. 19, lines 19-65); and scripting 
requests from said client computer such that a single request creates a financial advice 
application including data from a plurality of financial advice services (col. 5, lines 27-55 and 
col. 21, lines 43 to col. 22, line 39). 

Although Lewis shows substantial features of the claimed invention as explained in claim 1, he 
does not explicitly show at least one lifetime goal, wherein the lifetime goal is related to at least 
and one of education, wealth accumulation, retirement, estate planning, tax planning, 
survivorship, disability, and long-term care. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Lewis, as evidenced by Jones. 

In analogous art, Jones whose invention is about a financial advisory system for advising a user 
regarding feasible and opfimal portfolio allocations among a set of financial products, disclose a 
financial advice system for advising a user lifetime goal such saving money to send a child to 
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college (education), saving more money (wealth accumulation), retirement and purchasing (Col . 
4, lines 24-34 and col. 6, lines 1-13). 

Giving the teaching of Jones, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized 
the desirability and the advantage of modifying Lewis by employing the financial advice service 
system of Jones in order to provide specific and timely advice to users regarding steps they can 
take to improve their chances of meeting their financial goals in the most efficient way (Col . 2, 
lines 41-45 and col. 20, lines 22-30). 

Jones further teaches establishing a connection to least one financial advice service, wherein said 
at least one financial advice service includes a roadmap service configured to use the financial 
advice services data to provide financial planning and advice; (fig. 1; col. 5, lines 34-48 and col. 
4, line 24-59); evaluating second request to identify a plurality of financial advice service based 
on at least one of financial need, preferred financial strategy and economic class, compiling said 
identified plurality of financial services to form said financial advice service data and 
transmitting said financial advice service data to said client computer in the form of a financial 
services application. Jones teaches ''As described further below, on an ongoing basis the 
financial advisory system 100 may evaluate the user's portfolio against one or more financial 
goals and may notify the user if progress towards any of the goals has changed in a material 
way. In subsequent user sessions with the financial advisory system 100, the user's data (e.g., the 
user's profile information, account holdings, plan parameters, and tax information) may be 
retrieved from memory on the AdviceServer 110, for example, and the current forecast for the 
one or more goals may be presented to the user. Additionally, if the ongoing plan monitoring has 
generated any alerts, they may be presented the user at this time. Alternatively, alerts may be 
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generated proactively by the system and transmitted to the user via a telephone, email fax, or 
standard mail messaging system. Based upon the alerts generated by the ongoing plan 
monitoring, the user may again begin the iterative process of adjusting the decision variables 
described above (e.g., risk level, savings rate, and retirement age) until the user is satisfied with 
the likelihood of meeting his/her goal (s)^ (Jones Col. 6, lines 35-55; Col. 20, lines 7-30 and fig. 
4, database 130. See also col. 4, lines 50-67 and col. 11, lines 50 to col. 12 line 4). 
Lewis does not explicitly teach the limitation wherein said financial advice is fully executable at 
said client computer. Cheah teaches the step wherein said financial advice is fully executable at 
said client computer (col. 10, lines 52-63). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify Lewis from a "thin client" (in which some 
functionality is moved from the server to client) architecture to a full client-side architecture as 
taught by Cheah in order to reduce the dependency on the server when the server becomes 
unavailable. 

Re claim 2: Lewis teaches the step wherein said first request and second request are the same 
(Fig. 4; col. 4, lines 50 to col. 5, line 12; col. 6, line 7-60 and col. 10, lines 55 to col. 1 1, line 64). 
Re claim 4: Lewis teaches the step wherein said at least one financial advice service includes at 
least one of leased storage service, a formatting service, library service, repository service, 
simulator service, an asset allocation service, a business graphics service, a roadmap service, and 
an equity evaluafion service (see Figs, and 4; col. 4, lines 50 to col. line 48 and col.l 1, lines 50 
to col. line 152. 
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Re claim 5: Lewis teaches the step comprising formatting data transmitted between any of said 
appHcation program, said application services manager, and said at least one financial advice 
service in a standardized data format (coL 9, lines 33-51 and lines 50-54 and col. lines 11-21). 
Re claim 6: Lewis teaches the step wherein said standardized data format is XML (col. 6, lines 1- 
6; col. 9, lines 37-51 and col. 17, lines 1 1-54). 

Re claim 7: Lewis teaches the step comprising formatting data transmitted between a plurality of 
financial advice services in a standardized data format (col. 9, lines 33-51; col. 10, lines 50-54 
and col. 17, lines 11-54). 

Re claim 8: Lewis teaches the step wherein said standardized data format is XML (col. 6, lines 1- 
6; col. 9, lines 37-51 and col. 17, lines 11-54) 

Re claim 10: Lewis teaches the step comprising communicating with registration application 
configured to allocate TCPAP port for use financial advice service during client session (col. 19, 
lines 27 to col. 20, line 23 and col. 21, lines 16-23). 

Re claims 1 1 and 40: Lewis teaches a system and a method for creating financial advice 
applications as explained in claim 1 above. The claims include similar limitations found in claim 
1. 

Therefore they are rejected with the same rationale. 

Lewis further teaches an advice utility server in communication with said at least one client 
computer and said at least one application program (fig. 4 shows web enabled client devices 140 
with desktop applications conforming to thin client/Web Server architecture that is in 
communication with information servers 1 10, 1 1 1 or 1 12 with database 130 having financial 
service data via Web server 120, col. 10, lines 50 to col. line 24); and at least one financial 
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advice service (information servers or communication with said advice utility server (Web server 
120 and database 130), wherein each financial service is configured to receive data fi"om said 
advice utility server and to transmit data to said advice utility server (Lewis fig. 4, col. 5, lines 13 
to col. 6, line 64; col. 10, lines 50 to col. 11, line 55); and Lewis teaches the invention, further 
comprising a data migration mechanism in communication with said advice utility server, 
wherein said data migration mechanism is configured to convert data transmissions between any 
client computer, said advice utility server, and a financial advice service into standardized data 
format (col. 9, lines 33-51 and col. 10, lines 50-54). 
As to the lifetime goal limitations see the claim 1 above. 

Re claims 14 and 43: Lewis teaches the step wherein said standardized data format is XML (col. 
6, lines 1-6; col. 9, lines 37-51 and col. 17, lines 1 1-54). 

Re claim 15: Lewis teaches the step comprising a translator communication with said advice 
utility server, wherein said translator is configured to translate data transmissions between 
plurality of financial advice services into standardized data format (col. 9, lines 33-51; col. 10, 
lines 50-54 and lines 1 1-54). 

Re claim 16: Lewis teaches the step wherein said standardized data format is XML (col. 6, lines 
1-6; col. 9, lines 37-51 and col. 17, lines 11-54). 

Re claim 18: Lewis teaches the step comprising a registration application in communication with 
said advice utility server and said financial advice service, wherein said registration application 
is configured to allocate a TCP/IP port use financial advice service during client session (col. 19, 
lines 27 to col. 20, line 23 and col. 21, lines 16- 
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23). 

Re claims 19 and 44: Lewis teaches the step wherein said financial advice service includes at 
least one of headless utility, a leased storage service, formatting service, a library service, a 
repository service, simulator service, an asset allocation service, a business graphics service, a 
roadmap service, and an equity evaluation service 

(See Figs. 1 and 4; col. 4, lines 50 to col. 5, line 48 and col. 9, lines 37-51). 
Re claims 20 and 45: Lewis teaches the step wherein said advice utility server comprises an 
application services manager configured communicate with said client computer and said 
financial advice service (col. 6, lines 61 to col. 7, line 30; see also col. 21, lines 16-29). 
Re claims 21,31 and 46: These are computer readable media, device and method claims with 
similar limitations as claim 1 above; therefore, they are rejected with the same rationale. 
Re claims 22 and 32: These claims have similar limitations as claim 2. Therefore, they are 
rejected with the same rationale. See the rejection on claim 2 above. 

Re claims 24 and 34; Lewis teaches the step wherein said financial advice service includes at 
least one of a leased storage service, formatting service, a library service, repository service, a 
simulator service, an asset allocation service, business graphics service, roadmap service, and an 
equity evaluation service (see Figs. 1 and 4; col. 4, lines 50 to col. 5, line 48). 
Re claims 25 and 35: Lewis teaches the step comprising processing instructions configured to 
direct a computer to perform the step of formatting data transmitted between any of said client 
computer, said advice utility server, and said financial advice service in standardized data format 
(col. 6, lines 61 to col. 7, line 30; see also col. 21, lines 16-29). 
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Re claims 26 and 36: Lewis teaches the step wherein said standardized data format is XML (col. 
6, lines 1-6 and col. 9, lines 37-51). 

Re claims 27 and 37; Lewis teaches the step comprising processing instructions configured to 
direct a computer to perform the step of formatting data transmitted 

between a plurality of financial advice services a standardized data format (col. 9, lines 33-51 
and col. 10, lines 50-54). 

Re claims 28 and 38: Lewis teaches the step wherein said standardized data format is XML (col. 
6, lines 1-6 and col. 9, lines 37-51). 

Re claims 29 and 39: Lewis teaches the step comprising processing instructions configured to 
direct computer to perform the step of allocating a TCP/IP port for use 

by a financial advice service during client session (col. 19, lines 27 to col. 20, line 23 and col. 21, 
lines 16-23). 

Re claim 47: Jones teaches the step wherein said user-supplied data comprises at least one of 
economic group data and goals (col. 5, lines 52 to col. 6, line 39). 

Re claim 48: Jones teaches the step wherein said economic group data comprises at least one of 
membership data, demographics data, and financial data (col. lines 52 to col 6, line 39). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Olabode Akintola whose telephone number is 571-272-3629. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM -5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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